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The answers from a barrege .of questions about waterfowl hunting ranging from 

'BOW many did you take? tt to %ow xnxch did it cost you?“, which were aimed at duck 

hunters vlho were in the Grasslsnds area of Ca;Lifornia &ring the 1947-48 migratory 

waterfowl hunting season, are being released jointly today by the U. S. Fish and 

wildlife Service and the C,@fornia Division of Fish end G‘ome. 

!!!he purpose of the oxperative study made by these two s@ncies i$ to find 
IEWI.S to perpetuate snd improve waterfowl hunting in California, and to get an 
economic wraisal of this resotice in the Grasslands area--the duck hunting lznds 
on the west side of the San Joaquin VaUey betwaen Newman and DOS %los. !M.s 
one-year waterfowl study will, also include eations, nesting, and feeding 
sppreisals. 

% far complete data have been aMlyeed from 135 personal interviews of rsndom 
sampling of duck shooters w hunted in that area during the past seen. In addi- 
tion, questionnsries have been received by mail from 601 others. All of the data 
from this mailed-questionnaire group are now being compiled, but only the hunter- 
take information has thus far been tabulated for use in this release, The retits 
of these inquiriies will be used in determining the economic value of waterfowl re- 
sources in ‘Central VEQley areas that will be affected by water developments of the 
Bureau of Reclamation. Ihe study is being f-inanced jointly by the C&Lifornia Divi- 
sion of Fish and Game, the Bureau of Reclamation, end the Fish and Wldlife Service. 

‘lihe annual dues paid by the hmters personally interviewed who were members of 
duck clubs averaged $112.78. One knzndred and thirty-five hunters spent a average 
of $26.22 for m%l.s while on their hunting trfps; miscellaneous expenses averaged 
$31.04. The average munt spent for amn%xlition was $17.75 per p’orson. Invest- 
ment in the personally interviewed gzcup for shotguns, decoys, and sim%lar e&p- 
ment averaged $3l&,OO, Investment for hunting ‘clothes ecvcragod $67.33 per hunter. 
Better than ono+hird hod investments in duck clubs or lands in the area that 
ranged from $250 to $5,000. Each hunter made 7.78 trips to the area during the 
par at an aver@ of 120.2 miles per trip. 

In regard to waterfowl populations, 64 percent of the hunters personally inter- 
viewed sa..d there was more wa.terfowl in 1947 than in 1946; 15.4 percent, maid *cm --\ *. - 

‘a+* was less; 13.2 portent said there was about the same nuxiber, and 7.4 .percmt Fm no 
opinion. %he analysis made to date would indicate that the information contan+ 
in the mail questionnaires wirZbe ccmpar&le to that obtained by.personal interview. _. ~ . 



. . . * * 

‘pha ‘736 hunters contacted $?rsoholly and by mail combined shot for a total. 
7,774 

of 
days, or an aver= of X0.56 days per hunter. !Che m&ago tine spent ench 

k_ day in hunting was 3.11 hours. 

These men wotid up the season with a tot&l average bag of 40.8 ducks, Their 
totaL take was 30,037, or an average of 3.86 per day; a 96 percent hunter success. 
About one-half of these hunters took 1,441 geese ~&ich wuld represent a seasonal 
amxge of 1.95. i4bdut 12 percent of the. hunters bagged 1,980 coots for an aver- 
ab7 of 2.69 per mq 
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